committed to rectifying this situation, bringing the academic study of intelligence in from the cold.
While the journal has been committed to promoting interdisciplinary approaches to the study of intelligence from the outset, and its editors have published a mixture of articles on aspects of intelligence history, culture, and on more contemporary issues and concerns, the history of intelligence provided a key focus. In part this reflected the academic interests of the founding editors, and in part the galvanizing influence of the 'Ultra Secret' revelation, which underscored the significance of codebreaking in the Second World War. 5 The Ultra story raised awareness that intelligence was, indeed, a 'missing dimension' of Second World War history and, by extension, other historical events. The first issue focused on codebreaking and signals intelligence, and the remainder of the initial volume presented a range of historical articles on, for example, British naval intelligence in the Pacific before the Second World War, 'C''s war, and surveillance of the British Union of Fascists.
Early issues of the journal saw the publication of articles on earlier periods of intelligence history, such as pieces on British intelligence and the mid-eighteenth century crisis, and on British espionage and Prussian politics in the age of Napoleon (both in volume 2). The overwhelming focus of early INS articles, though, was on intelligence relating to the origins and the unfolding of the Second World War. From the outset, the journal also published articles that sought to draw theoretical insights from historical cases, as well illustrated by Michael Handel's 'Technological Surprise in War'. 6 To look back at past volumes of the journal from its inception is to view the evolution of research into intelligence history. This evolution has accelerated with the opening of intelligence archives that transformed the possibilities for writing about intelligence history. 7 The geographical range of INS articles began, as well, to move beyond the initial focus on the US and the UK. For instance, the recent past has seen the publication of research on Japanese and Sudanese intelligence history; the evolution of the Egyptian intelligence services; French, Greek, and Swedish intelligence activities; and intelligence debates in the Netherlands.
Alongside historical articles, the first volume also included research findings on the CIA and the media; the constitutional control of intelligence in the US; and a theoretical reflection on the linkages between the producers and the policy consumers of intelligence. These early issues reflected the different origins of Intelligence Studies in the UK and the US, with the former more firmly rooted in the methodology of intelligence history and the latter in approaches used by political scientists. The contributions to the early issues of INS by Canadian scholars demonstrated how the study of intelligence in that nation embraced both approaches. The journal has continued to be the leading outlet for articles rooted in both historical and social science approaches to the study of intelligence. A 1993 special issue, Espionage: Past, Present, Future?, contained a number of influential articles displaying different research methods adopted by Wesley Wark, Michael Fry and Miles Hochstein, and James Der Derian. 8 Wark provided one of the most detailed and thoughtful attempts to map out the territory of the emerging field of Intelligence Studies, although without using this term. He saw the roots of the discipline rising from eight separate but related impulses: research, history, definitional work, methodology, memoirs, civil liberties, investigative journalism, and popular culture. 9 In the same period, INS published a number of articles reflecting on what the post-Cold War world meant for intelligence, both as a practice and as a scholarly pursuit.
Since 2002, the journal has reflected the transformation of the intelligence landscape as a consequence of the 9/11 terrorist attacks. The year of those attacks, 2001, represents the half-way point in the journal's development to date, and the years since have seen a higher proportion of articles grounded in the social sciences than was the case pre-2001. There have also been a greater number of articles that have addressed the question of 'what is intelligence?' 10 Several have also dealt with intelligence futures.
11 The circumstances and controversies surrounding the 2003 Iraq war provided an additional stimulus for intelligence research based on the social sciences, particularly around the question of how this approach informed our understanding of intelligence 'failure' and the value of the concept 'politicization' (the latter was the subject of a special issue in 2013).
12
The 'failures' related to the 9/11 attacks and alleged Iraqi WMD have also given rise to much work on intelligence processes, along with the practice of intelligence analysis and questions of efficacy. The Iraq war that began in 2003, coupled with other 'war on terror' episodes, led further to the publication of a fresh spate of articles on intelligence oversight, a subject on which the journal has been publishing articles since its first volume.
13 Important, too, was the growing interest in normative issues surrounding the relationship between intelligence, ethics, and human rights. Moreover, the journal has published a number of articles on the relationship between intelligence and democratization, including a special issue in 2014. 14 This focus (and other areas) has provided the raw material and suggested frameworks for comparative analysis, widely regarded as the next step in the advancement of social science approaches to the study of intelligence.
In all of this, INS has both reflected and encouraged innovation in the study of intelligence in the post-9/11 environment. The journal has sought, furthermore, to encourage and publish work on literary and cultural representations of intelligence, and on the role of culture in the history of intelligence. Eric Homberger's 1988 article on the fictional output of Maxwell Knight, the former MI5 Director General, is an early example. 15 Fictional representations of intelligence and their reception were the subject of a special issue published in 1990, 16 while a later issue was devoted to aspects of the cultural Cold War. 17 Overall, then, INS has evolved as an interdisciplinary journal. While the study of intelligence history remains of high importance, this has been joined by a rise in the proportion of articles rooted in social science. The list of the recently most downloaded articles, presented in Table 1 , captures well the range and type of article currently being published in the journal.
The publication of a number of themed special issues over the years has been another significant feature of the journal. numbers some 46 members drawn from seven countries, with a concentration in the US (22) and the UK (16) . The journal's book reviews editors have overseen the development of that valuable section of the journal, keeping pace with the rapid expansion in the number and range of books being published on intelligence or featuring an intelligence dimension. Currently led by Dr. R. Gerald Hughes of Aberystwyth University and Dr. Arne Kislenko of the University of Toronto, their hard work and the quality of reviews submitted to the journal have made INS the key reference point for keeping abreast of new literature in the field.
To train a spotlight on the previous 30 volumes of INS is to be reminded of the quality and breadth of the best academic writing on intelligence. Today, three decades from the founding of the journal, intelligence is no longer the 'missing dimension' in the way it was in 1986. A more open approach to archival releases, internationally, has transformed the potential for historical research, although secrecy remains a serious obstacle to research in some areas, and far greater than in other aspects of historical research. Nevertheless, this transformed situation, along with the development of a more mature social science research agenda, means that intelligence is no longer regarded as a 'stepchild' by academics. It is now an established, dynamic, and expanding area of academic enquiry, although many mainstream historical and social science journals continue to lag in their publication of intelligence research -as if the sizable government expenditures on intelligence (some US $80 billion annually in the US recently) had little or no effect on decisions related to foreign policy and national seurity.
Intelligence and National Security has played a leading role in the coming of age of Intelligence Studies, reflecting emerging trends and facilitating the sharing and discussion of new knowledge and approaches. Through this, the journal has established a reputation as the pre-eminent scholarly leader in the field and has helped give definition to Intelligence Studies as a multi-and inter-disciplinary endeavor. The journal's popularity is in part reflected by the growth in the number of issues published each year. As noted above, at its launch in 1986 the journal was published three times, rising to four times per year from 1987. This number increased to six issues per year beginning in 2006 and, starting in this year, INS will be published seven times per annum.
We see our responsibility as the present editors of the journal as twofold: first, to ensure that INS retains its pre-eminence; and, second, to build on the advantages this brings by continuing to publish cutting-edge research and developing innovative features. We remain committed to offering readers a wide array of methodological approaches to Intelligence Studies; and we continue to welcome practitioners to present unclassified versions of their work in these pages, along with their broader ruminations about intelligence activities.
In this issue we publish the second of our special forums. This one, on the US Senate Select Committee on Intelligence's December 2014 report into the CIA's detention and interrogation program, follows the widely read forum published in 2014 on the Edward Snowden leaks. 18 We envisage additional forums in the future, bringing readers a range of perspectives on current issues and controversies, designed to stimulate debate inside and outside the classroom. In the past, INS has published a small number of informative interviews with intelligence practitioners and scholars which have offered thoughtful perspectives. 19 We plan to include interviews more regularly in forthcoming issues, extending these to include interviews with practitioners outside the US, as well as regularly feature interviews with distinguished intelligence scholars (in effect, the founders of Intelligence Studies).
Reflecting the flowering of archival releases related to intelligence, we also plan to include regular pieces in which key archival documents are presented together with analytic commentary. While not losing sight of the origins of the journal in intelligence history, we plan to continue to reflect the interdisciplinary nature of Intelligence Studies as a subject area. We are also committed to achieving a better gender balance in terms of contributors, as the overwhelming majority of contributors continue to be male. We intend, further, to try our best to improve coverage of intelligence in the developing world. The book review section will continue to be a reliable guide to the wide range of publications in the field, capturing the major contributions to contemporary intelligence debates and casting its net wide enough to capture developments related to the contexts in which intelligence operates. Finally, the appointment of the journal's first Social Media Editor, Dr. David Strachan-Morris of the University of Leicester, reflects the importance of using this burgeoning form of public communications to maximize the reach of the articles we publish.
We offer our deepest expression of appreciation to our talented contributors; our keen-eyed manuscript reviewers (the unsung heroes of this operation); our Editorial Board members, each a preeminent scholar; our book review editors and reviewers, who keep us all up-to-date; and to our senior management team in the UK, so ably led by Michelle Phillips, whose wise guidance and wonderful disposition has been so vital to the success of the journal. Our most sincere thanks to all -and a joyous Happy Anniversary to INS! 
